Oct 24 05 04:23p BLTG 



503439G558 



REMARKS 

Original claims 1-28 are pending in the above-referenced patent application, as well as 
new claims 29-44. No claims have been cancelled or amended. New claims 29-44 have been 
added. No new matter has been added by the addition of claims. 

Drawings 

The Examiner objected to the drawings as not showing every feature of the invention 
specified in the claim. Specifically the Examiner submits the lack of an aspereical corrector 
plate being shown in the drawings. The Applicant traverses this rejection, and directs the 
Examiner's attention to Figure 11, and paragraph 56, lines 7-10 where the specification clearly 
states, "Second corrector plate 282 may be shaped like ashencal corrector lens 260. . The 
Applicant has enclosed the following copy of Figure 1 1 from the application clearly showing an 
asphereical corrector plate 282. The Applicant respectfully asks this objection be withdrawn. 




FIG. 11 
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Specification 

Similarly the Examiner objects to the specification as not including the aforementioned 
ashpereical corrector plate. The Applicant traverses this rejection, and directs the Examiner's 
attention to Figure 11, and paragraph 56, lines 7-10 where the specification clearly states, 
"Second corrector plate 282 may be shaped like asherical corrector lens 260. . The applicant 
respectfully asks this objection be withdrawn. 

Claim rejections - 35 USC S102fe) 

The Examiner has rejected claims 1-6, 11-15, 20-21, and 23-27 as being anticipated by 
Yamamrnoto (US Patet Number 6,585,380 B2, hereinafter "Yamamoto"). The Examiner must 
show, for a prima facie case of anticipation, that a claim is anticipated only if each and every 
element as set forth in the claim is found, either expressly or inherently described, in a single 
prior art reference, MPEP § 2131.01. Furthermore, the identical invention must be shown in as 
complete detail as in the . . . claim. MPEP § 2131.01. The Applicant repspecfully submits the 
Examiner had failed to make a prima facie case of anticipation. 

Specifically, indepedant claims 1,11, 21 , and 25 all contain a limitation of a first 
aspherical corrector plate being shaped to effectuate a substantially constant magnification of the 
first arc image in at least a portion of the first range of reflection angles Yamamoto does not 
show, teach, or suggest the first aspherical corrector plate being shaped to effectuate a 
substantially constant magnification of the first arc image in at least a portion of the first range of 
reflection angles. Applicant's attorney has diligently read the entire Yamamoto reference and 
has found no suggestion, teaching, or showing of this limitation. The Examiner is invited to find 
this limitation and distinctly point it out to the Applicant, as required by MPEP §.2131 . 
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Yamamoto does not teach an asphereical corrector plate that provides constant 
magnification for a range of reflections angles, as claimed in the independent claims of the 
present disclosure. Lens 13 from Yamamoto "is constituted by a single lens having a positive 
refracting power." (coL7, lines 9-10). This is configured very different than, and used very 
differently than, the aspereical corrector plate of the present disclosure. 

For all of these reasons, the Applicant resectfully submits that the Examiner has not made 
a prima facie case of anticipation. The Applicant respectfully submits independent claims 1,11, 
21, and 25 are allowable over Yamamoto. Furthermore, because dependent claims 2-10, 12-20, 
22-24, and 26-29 all depend from allowable indepedant claims, Applicant respectfully submits 
they are also allowable, and repectfully requests they be allowed. 

35 USC S103(al 

Claims 8-10, 17-19, 22, and 28 have been rejected by the Examiner as being obvious by 
Yamamoto in view of Li (US Patent Number 6,840,623, hereinafter "Li"). According to MPEP 
§2142 and 2143, for a prime facie case of obviousness, first, the prior art reference (or 
references when combined) must teach or suggest all the claim limitations. Second, 
there must be some suggestion or motivation to modify the reference or to combine the 
reference teachings, where the motivation must come from either (a) the references 
themselves or (b) from knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in the art; 
and third there must be a reasonable expectation of success. Third, it must be shown 
that the combination or modificatin, if proper, contains all of the lements of the claims 
under rejection. If any elements are not met, a successful prima facie case of 
obviousness has not been established. The Applicant resectfulily submits that the 
Examiner has not made a prima facie case of obviousness. 
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Specifically, as outlined above, Yamamoto does not show, teach, or suggest the first 
aspheiical corrector plate being shaped to effectuate a substantially constant magnification of the 
first arc image in at least a portion of the first range of reflection angles. Therefore, the 
references do not show all of the elements of the independent claims of the present disclosure. 

For all of these reasons, the Applicant resectfullly submits that the Examiner has 
not made a prima facie case of obviosness. The Applicant respectfully submits claims 18- 
10, 17-19, 22, and 28 are allowable over Yamamoto in view of Li. Applicant respectfully 
submits these claims are allowable, and repectfully requests they be allowed. 

Allowable subject matter - New claims 

The Examiner has indicated that claims 7 and 16 are allowable, if rewritten to include the 
limitations of all intervening claims. The Applicant has added new independent claims 29 and 
37 which are original claims 7 and 16 rewritten in independent form. Furthermore, dependant 
claims 30-36 and 38-44 are dependent claims added to depend from allowable independent 
claims 29 and 37. 
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CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing, it is repectfiilly submitted that all of the claims pending in this 
patent application are in condition for allowance. If the Examiner has any quesitons, she is 
invited to contact the undersigned at (503) 439-6500. Reconsideration of this patent application 
and allowance of all the claims is respecfully requested. 

Please charge any shortages and credit any overages of any fees required for this 
submission to Deposit Account number 50-3 1 30. 




Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: /O -jH -O <T 



1700 NW 167 th Place, Suite 240 
Beaverton, OR 97006 
503.439.6500 
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